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FEBRUARY 21, 1888.-Laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, submitted the fol-
lowing 
REPORT: 
[To accompany bill H. R. 2628.] 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2628) 
for the relief of L. M. Pearlman, report as follows : 
The claim is presented at a time and under circumstances to excite 
serious doubt as to whether it has any substantial foundation. It is of 
twenty-six years' standing, and it is now attempted to establish it by 
ex parte affidavits of persons who had but little means of knowing the 
facts about which they now undertake to give a mere guess. Even the 
claimant himself makes a very indefinite and unsatisfactory statement 
of his claim, and does not pret,end to give any apology, explanation, or 
excuse for his delay to present his claim to any one for payment. 
He allowed about a quarter of a century to pass without presenting 
his claim to any State or national authority for payment. 
The circumstances under which the property is alleged to have been 
furnished, according to the claimant's own claim, and the circumstances 
stated by him excite a strong suspicion that the lapse of time and tlte 
death of parties who had the best means of knowing the facts at the 
time may have been considered advantageous to the claimant, but is 
certainly a loss to the Government. All of the affidavits filed in the 
case to establish the claim were taken in the year 1885, more than a 
quarter of a century after the transaction to which they relate, and the 
claimant states that he has no books or writings of any kind or any-
thing but human memory to aid him in stating the items of his claim or 
the quantity of property furnished. The claim as now presented is, that 
the claimant, L. M. Pearlman, in the year 1860 was a resident of and do-
ing business in Virginia City, in what is at present the State of Nevada; 
that his business was that of general merchandising, and that in the 
month of May, 1860, certain Indians of the section of country near said 
Virginia City inaugurated hostilities against the white residents, and 
that to suppress said Indian outbreak a military force was organized, 
and the property constituting the claim in this case was furnished by 
claimant as necessary supplies for said military force used in suppress-
ing said Indian outbreak. 
Several affidavits have been filed showing the manner in which the 
citizens of Virginia City and surrounding country organized and gath-
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the Indians, and as the affidavits are all substantially in the same Ian· 
guage any one will sufficiently illustrate the whole on that subject. 
William M. Stewart, in his affidavit on page 9 of the evidence, says: 
The place of business of the said L. M. Pearlman was, to my recollection, the head-
quarters of those engaged in obtaining said supplies. A committee was organized by 
the citizens to attend to said business. Large quantities of said supplies were t.aken 
from the store of the saiu Pearlman. At this lapse of time I am not prepared to say 
to what extent supplies were furnished by said Pearlman, but large quantities were 
necessary, and Pearlman's appeared, as I have before said, to bo the principal place, 
or tho lleadquarters for the furnislling of the same. The saitl supplies were required in 
1 arge amounts, and my recollection a~d belief it:~ tha~ th~ amount of available moneylf 
for the purpose were not nearly suffiCient to have paHl for them, aml that large quan-
tities were furnished by citizens in kind, and from the extent of said Pearlman's busi-
ness my belief is that a great part was furnished by him for which he received no 
compensation. 
No one of the witnesses in any affidavit filed undertakes to be any 
more definite or specific as to the items or quantity of property furnished 
tlmu the witness above quoted. The claimant undertakes to furnish an 
excuse for not being able to state the amount of the supplies furnished. 
In his affidavit he says: 
Of course, at this distance of time, quite a quarter of a century having elapsed since 
tho occurrence h erein referred to, I do not preteud or wish to be underst.oo<l as stat-
jng the exact amount of supplies furnished by me, but I do swear that. I furnishedat 
least that amount as hereinafter is set out and itemized. I have made and caused 
to be made due and diligent search for the books of account kept by me at the time 
of these transactions, but have been unable to find them. Said books were turne<l 
over to my snccestwrs in business, who are since dead, and from their successors I 
luLve been unable to obtain any information as to the whereabouts of saitl books, and 
my belief is that they have long since been destroyed, perhaps burnetl iu some of the 
fires that have since destroyed Virginia City. 
This is a remarkable statement. Here is a man who now claims that 
he had record evidence in a book of accounts, showing a claim amount-
iug to the sum of $32,994.50, which be permitted with the coolest indif-
ference to pass into the hands of strangers without even attempting to 
take or preserve a copy, and now, after the lapse of over a quarter of a 
century, he as cooly appeals to your committee and to Omtgress to allow 
Lim to establish his claim by the kind of evidence submitted. 
Au act was passed by the legislature of the State of N cva<la, enti-
tled ''An act relative to the proving of Indian war claim~," approved 
]"'ebruary 27, 1885. Said act provided for a State board of examinerH, 
compo~ed of tlte governor, secretary of state, and attorney-general, 
and authorizing said board to examine into all claims for services ren-
derc(l, moneys expended, iudebtedness incurred, and supplies and nec-
essaries furnished between tlte 1st day of January, 1800, and the date 
of the approval of said ~ct, in repelling invasion~ a.ml suppressing In-
dian outbreaks and hostilities within the t<•rritoriallirnitt:i of the present 
State of Nevada. The said board duly organized and investigated the 
claim of this claimant and others, and as a result of said iuvestigation 
ma.de the following report in regard to this claim: 
CARSON CITY, June 16, 1885. 
In accordance with an act of the legislature of the State of Nevada, entitled "An 
act relative to the provmg of Indian war claims," approved Febrnal'Y 27, 1tl85, a copy 
ofwhich is transmitted herewith, we, the undersigned, members of tlw boanl of ex-
aminers of the State 'of Nevada, hayjng examined the claim of L. M. Pearlman against 
the General Government of the Unitell Sta,tes, incurretl on account of suppressing in-
vasions and repelling Indian out.breaks between the 1st day of Jmtuary, 1860, ftnd the 
27Lh day of l<"'ebruary, 1885, hereby certify that we believe the same to he a just and 
v:tlid claim, all matters beiug impartially considered, in the amount of $A,575. 
As the statute iR mandatory in rt>qniring this board to "approve" or "disapprove" 
a.ll claims p1·esenteu under its vrovi~ions1 this certlficat~ is tl}.f~~e~ore give~, and is in-
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ten1le<l to be a notification to Congress, the officers of the General Government, and 
all parties interested, that the claim herein specified is by this board deemed genuine 
and reasonable. 
In witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands the day aud year in this certifi-
cate first above written. 
J. W. ADAMS, 
JOliN M. DORMEI~, 
A. II. DAVENPOH.T, 
State Boat·d of Exarniners. 
The action of said board was ther~after certified antl transmitted to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as follows: 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, GOVERNOR'S OFFICE, 
Carson City, Nev., I!'ebmary 13, 1886. 
'l'o Hon. DANIEL MANNING, Secretm·y of the T1·easzwy, Washington, D. C.: 
SIR: In compliance with the provisions of section 5 of an act of the legislature of 
thiR State, entitleu "An act relative to the proving of Indian war claims, approved 
Fehrnary 27, 1885, I have the honor to transmit herewith the claim of L. M. Pearl-
wan for tlw sum of $8,575, and respectfully urge the payment thereof at the earliest 
practicable day. 
I have the honor to remain your obedient servant, 
CHARLES E. LAUGHTON, 
Lieutenant and Llctiug Govm·nor. 
In reply the Secretary of tbe Treasury returns said claim to the 
governor of Nevada, with t.be following communication: 
The honorable GOVERNOR OF NEVADA: 
TREARURY DEPARTl\lEFNT1 
Mm·ch 5, 1886. 
Sm: I have the honor to aclmowledge the recipt of your communication of the 
t:Uh ultimo, tr;.tnsmitting to this Department, in compliance with au act of the legis-
l:ttme of Nevada, J?ebrnary 27, 1!:!d5, fifty-five claims for compensation for military 
service in, or supplies, etc., furnished to militia of the States engaged in suppressing 
Iudian hostilities in 1860, with the exception of the claim of Mary M. Stites (for-
merly McDowall), which is for boardwg and lodging ofLiccrs and soldiers of the 
Unitetl States in 186:l and 1864. 
In rrply thereto, I have to state that no provisiou has been made hy Congress for 
the adjudication of these claims. 'l'hey do not come within the terml'l of the act of 
.Tune 27, 188·.! (22 St., 111), being 11An act to authori~e t.he S<'<·rdary of t.lw Treasury 
to examine and report to Congress the amount of all claims of the State of * * " 
aud Nevada, * " * for money expended and indebtedne~;s assumed by said State 
" "' " m repelling iuvasions and SUJ)pressing Indian bol'ltilit.ies, and for other pnr-
posrs," and are returned herewith as a class of claims which can not he entertained 
wit.hout legislation by Cougress. . 
A copy of the Third Auditor's reporL in the matter is inclosed for your information,· 
aml the paper~; of the case of Mrs. Stiles have been forwarded to the Secretary of War, 
aR recommended by the Auditor. 
Respectfully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
The claimant claims the price and value of fifty mules, amounting to 
$15,000, and although the maJority of the committee in their report 
allow tbe sum of $7,500 for said mules, beiug $150 per bead, instead of 
300 per bead as charged, tbere is absolutely no evidence upon which 
to base any allowance for mules. In the affidavit of .Albert S. Pearl-
man he, on page 19 of the evidence, says: 
I, at that time, knew L. M. Pearlman, the petitioner herein. Ile is my nephew. 
He wa~; a part owner of the pack mules used by me iu said bul'liness. I left with said 
L. M. Peal'lman fifty of the said mules, antl bring the best of the train, to be nsed by 
eaid Pearlman in packiug \'rood into Virginia City. About one week after my de-
parture 1 :rcceiyetl ~tlvice from L. M. Pe~rlmatl of the outbreak of Iudiu.u hostilities, 
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and also advice that the said mules so left with him had been taken by the forces 
engaged for the suppression of said hostilities for their use. 
This witness does not state what interest the claimant had in said 
mules, or how the account as between themselves was settled. Nor 
does the claimant state the nature or amount of his interest at the time 
in said mules, or how the matter was adjusted between the owners of 
them. 
Your committee therefore report adversely, and recommend that the 
bill do lie on the table. 
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